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I. INTRODUCTION 
Due to its impact upon households' consumption and expenditure patterns, 
power distribution within a family occupies a position of considerable importance in 
socio-economic and marketing research. An analysis of family power structure is 
capable of identifying the 'target group/individual' for any demand management 
(or marketing) policy. Further, one cannot ignore its importance for sociolOgists 
and anthropologists. 
This paper is limited to the study of power distribution between husband and 
wife in the family expenditure deCisions, with particular reference to the (in) validity 
of the resource theory of power distribution.' To furnish better insights, the family 
power structure is analyzed in the context of certain socio-economic and cultural 
conditions e.g., age, income, education, family structure and ethnicity. 
Popular works related to this topic have mainly focused on either of the 
following theories: 
(i) The cultural theory,2 which suggests that culture pre-determines the roles 
of husband and wife in the family decision process; and 
(ii) The resource theorY,3 which emphasizes the influence of individual's 
resources e.g., income, education, social status etc., in determining the 
power balance in favour of the more 'resourceful' spouse. 
There is no doubt that culture plays a prominent role in the allocation of 
power between husband and wife. For centuries, traditional societies have relied 
*The authors are Senior Research Economists at the Applied Economics Research Centre, 
University of Karachi. 
'The present study is a part of a larger study conducted at the Applied Economics 
Research Centre, University of Karachi 
2 See, for example, Kim (1964); Kim and Kim (1981). 
3 See Blood and Wdf (1960); Foss and Straus (1977); Straus and Winkelman (1969); 
Conklin (1981); Fox (1973); Kolenda (1967); Lupri (1969); Mukhtar (1985); Oppang (1970); 
Rodman (1967) and Safilios-Rotschild (1969). 











